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considered that the broadest reasonable definition of trisoids includes circles; just as 
squares are a special type of rectangle, circles are a special type of trisoid. See for 
example the equation below Fig. 2 of "A thee-point generalization of the ellipse", when h 
and a are zero, the equation is a circle. Polygonal units are also taught by Fulton (see 
Fig. 1 ). It is considered that it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
to have shaped the units of Kramer according to the teachings of Fulton, because 
Kramer explains that alternative unit shapes may be used in the disclosed processes 
(see Table 2 and col. 4, lines 1-4). Furthermore, Fulton teaches the above-mentioned 
shape as an alternative to other shapes including spheres (see page 97) and explains 
that passages in the units can significantly reduce the amount of material needed, while 
minimizing lose of strength (see pages 97 and 98, Fig. 3). 

Response to Arguments 

9. Applicant argues that the drawings show sharp corners, but does not explain why 
the drawings convey corners being "sharp", 

10. Applicant alleges the Mr. Glover has carried out new test, but has not submitted 
any associated declaration. Therefore, the alleged tests are not considered evidence. 
Furthermore, the final column of the experimental results "BG-4000" in not with the 
scope of any of the pending claims. 

Conclusion 

1 1 . Applicant's amendment necessitated the new grounds of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 


